INTRODUCTION
A central focus of control theories of delinquency is the relationship between a youngster's attachment to his parents and his delinquent involvement. Of particular interest is the notion of sensitivity to parents' wishes or opinions. Simply, the greater the sensitivity, the more likely the child is to consider the wishes and opinions of his parents when contemplating a deviant act. Consequently, major developments of these theories have explored the significance of family relationships in generating a bond to society or stake in conformity.' These theories assume that delinquent behavior results when an individual's bond to society is weak or broken. Thus, lack of family support is viewed as conducive to delinquency. This weak or broken bond ostensibly minimizes one's sensitivity to the opinions or expectations (i.e., norms) of others, freeing the individual to deviate.
2 Conversely, the presence of control via parental support is seen as inhibiting delinquency.
According to many theorists and researchers, 3 a significant effect of a weak bond to parents is the enhanced importance of delinquent friends. schi, 4 for example, reported that boys with a low stake in conformity were more susceptible to delinquent peer influences, while boys with a high stake in conformity were relatively immune to these influences. In other words, the greater the stake in conformity, the less the impact of delinquent companions. Stanfield 5 presented data consistent with this interaction hypothesis. He found that frequent peer activity was more strongly associated with delinquent behavior among those boys whose fathers' discipline was erratic or low than where it was consistent. Stanfield suggested that lack of consistent or supportive discipline (i.e., control) made boys more vulnerable to the influence of delinquent friends.
6
Although both Hirschi and Stanfield demonstrated that family relationships condition the impact of delinquent friends, recent efforts to test propositions derived from control theory have neglected this interaction hypothesis.
7 For example, Hepburn 8 attempted to assess the empirical consistency of a control theory model of delinquency based upon Hirschi's formulation of the causal structure of the relationships between parental support, delinquent associates, delinquent definitions, and delinquent behavior. However, he failed to incorporate Hirschi's qualifying condition that the effect of delinquent peers on delinquency is contingent upon the level of family support.
9 Such an Although interaction findings may be the most substantively interesting results of an analysis, most researchers have viewed their existence as a nuisance and have too often chosen to assume them away for sake of simplicity. As interaction is not at all uncommon, more precise theoretical formulations and tests should explicitly focus on discerning regularity in patterns of interaction.
The present study represents an attempt to go beyond the usual concerns with the effect of either family relationships or peer relationships on delinquency to an assessment of the consequences of their interaction. Our basic concern is with the examination of the relationship between association with delinquent friends and delinquency under varying conditions of parental support. One of the major implications of Hirschi's control theory perspective (which has been elaborated upon by Jensen') is that parental support and association with delinquent companions exert independent effects on delinquency. On the one hand, the absence of parental controls increases the likelihood of delinquency regardless of delinquent peer association. And, on the other hand, exposure to delinquent peer influences increases the likelihood of delinquency regardless of the extent of parental control. The critical assumption, however, is that delinquent friends will have a greater impact on delinquent involvement when parental support is weak than when it is strong. In other words, association with delinquent friends is argued to be more strongly related to delinquent behavior among those boys who have low parental support.
This study provides a direct test of this interaction hypothesis through an examination of the relationship between delinquent friends and delinquency under varying conditions of family support.
METHODS
The relationship will be examined through the use of questionnaire data originally collected and of delinquent associates on delinquent behavior." Hepburn, supra note 8, at 451. Although cognizant of this interaction effect, Hepburn inadequately assessed this effect. analyzed by Hepburn in the project cited above." Hepburn selected at random 105 white male adolescents ages fourteen to seventeen, who were enrolled in a public school during the 1972-73 academic year and who had no prior record of police contact. Each subject was asked to report to a central location with a "close friend" in order to complete questionnaires. Complete and usable questionnaires were obtained from seventy-two subjects and their friends.
2
The variables to be considered here are all operationalized from data based on questionnaire responses. Three measures of delinquent involvement for both subject and friend are utilized. First, a measure of the frequency of delinquent activity was obtained through a summed score representing the number of times twelve self-reported delinquent acts had been committed within a year prior to the administration of the questionnaire. Second, a measure of the variety of delinquent involvement was obtained through a summed score representing the number of different delinquent offenses admitted in response to the twelve-item delinquency checklist. And third, a measure of the seriousness of delinquent behavior was obtained through a weighted composite score representing the severity of the self-reported delinquent acts. 13 Finally, family support was measured by responses to a fiveitem Likert scale designed to elicit the subject's attitudes concerning his relationship with his parents. Table 1 presents the results of the two-way analysis of variance tests performed for each of the We wish to extend our sincere appreciation to John Hepburn, Department of Sociology, University of Missouri-St. Louis, for providing us with his original data for analysis. 12 To insure a sufficient number of subjects with an official police record for his original study design, Hepburn also selected at random from police files 96 white male adolescents, ages 14-17, who had been in formal contact with police at least once during the 1972 calendar year. Hepburn's "sample" was thus composed of two distinct random samples from different target populations. Because the proportion of official delinquents in such a combined sample is much greater than that in the population, inferences based on sampling statistics may be problematic. For our purposes, therefore, we chose to deal only with the high school population.
FINDINGS
13 Each subject rated the severity of each form of behavior on the 12-item delinquency checklist on a 7-point scale. The mean seriousness score for each item was then multiplied by the reported frequency of delinquency of Delinquency; Y 2 = Variety of Delinquency; Y 3 = quent friends (in terms of either frequency or variety or severity of delinquent involvement) committed more frequent, varied and serious delinquent acts. Moreover, there is a significant interaction between family support and delinquent friends for each variable combination. As will be shown below, the nature of this interaction is as predicted. Thus, the influence of delinquent peers on the subjects' delinquency is greater when family support is low than when it is high.
To illustrate the above effects, we present in Tables 2 to 4 the three homologous combinations involving the three indicators of delinquency for subject and friend, by family support. Table 2 shows the simultaneous effects of family support and frequency of friend's delinquency on the ffequency of the subject's delinquency. We note tha both the friend's delinquency and family support are independently related to the commission of delinquent acts. In other words, regardless of the friend's delinquent activity, increases in family support are associated with decreases in the frequency of delinquency. Similarly, regardless of strength of family support, an increase in the friend's frequency of delinquency is associated with an increase in the subject's frequency of delinquent involvement.
Taken together, these two variables differentiate subjects in terms of delinquent behavior quite well. While the average number of times delinquent offenses have been committed by adolescents who have high family support and friends with low delinquent involvement is less than four, the average number of times acts have been committed by those having low family support and friends with high delinquent involvement is more than thirty. In other words, youths in the latter group have engaged in nearly eight times the number of delinquent acts than youths in the former group have.
Furthermore, it is clear that the effect of the friend's delinquent activity on delinquency is not the same across levels of family support. The weaker the family support, the greater the impact of delinquent companions. Those boys having strong family support and friends with high delinquent involvement are more frequent offenders than those boys who have strong family support and friends with low delinquent involvement. Those boys with friends having high levels of delinquent activity are much more likely than those with friends having low levels of delinquent activity to be frequent offenders when both have weak parental support. Table 3 summarizes the effects of our second measure of the delinquent friend's influence, the friend's variety of delinquent activity and family support on variety of the subject's delinquent activity. Again, both family support and delinquent friends are shown to be independently related to delinquency. Also, their joint impact effectively distinguishes adolescents according to the variety of delinquent involvement. On the other hand, boys who perceive strong parental support and have low delinquent associates have committed on the average less than two different types of delinquent offenses during the previous twelve months, Tables 2 to 4 numbers in parentheses represent the number of cases in the subgroups for which the means of the dependent variable were computed. while boys who perceive weak family support and have high delinquent peers have committed on the average over five different types of offenses. Further inspection of Table 3 reveals that the impact of the friend's delinquency is more pronounced among adolescents who perceive low parental support. Delinquent companions make for greater difference in variety of delinquent involvement among those with weak family relationships than among those with strong family attachments.
Finally, as shown in Table 4 , the use of the seriousness index as the measure of delinquent involvement yields the same pattern of effects of family support and delinquent friends as produced by both the frequency and variety indices. Here we find that for boys who perceive strong parental support and have low-serious delinquent peers the average seriousness score is less than two, while for boys who perceive weak parental support and have high-serious delinquent associates the average seriousness score exceeds ten. Again, we note that family support and association with serious delinquent peers exert independent effects on the severity of delinquent behavior. Furthermore, the greater the family support, the less the impact of delinquent companions.
CONCLUSIONS
The influence of delinquent peers on delinquent involvement has been extensively documented and widely accepted. The research is so prevalent that it would be surprising to find it omitted from any general discussion of delinquency. However, the dynamics ascribed to peer interaction differ. Control theory argues that the greater the stake in conformity, the less the impact of delinquent peers. Specifically, association with delinquent peers is argued to be more strongly related to delinquency in those situations where parental support is weak. Although early empirical work's demonstrated that family relationships condition the impact of delinquent friends, recent efforts to test propositions derived from control theory have neither fully incorporated nor replicated this interat;tion. pattern of interaction: delinquent friends made a greater difference in delinquent involvement for adolescents who have weak family support than for those who have strong family support. The present findings thus offer evidence in favor of two basic arguments of control theory:
1. Adolescents with weak parental support are more susceptible to influences of delinquent associates than are those with strong parental support, 2. The greater the exposure to delinquent peers, the greater the difference in delinquent activity between adolescents with weak and those with strong parental support.
If a child is not sensitive to the opinions of his parents, their control over him is reduced. This is important when considering that parents are the center of any communication network aimed at reducing delinquent involvement. What is critical from a control theory perspective is that the parentchild relationship be filled with open communication. If the child and his parents do not talk with one another, the child does not have to care what his parents' reactions to his misconduct are, nor is he able to anticipate them. By failing to provide any form of disapproving feedback for him, the parents free the child for delinquent involvement. Simply, he is free to behave as he desires since his activity is unlikely to come under their purview. As Hirschi notes, the child can be assured that "today's play ... will at no time in the future be reviewed."17 Also consistent with previous research, family support and association with delinquent friends exerted independent effects on delinquency. The probability of engaging in delinquent acts increased with increases of delinquency of companions irrespective of the strength of parental support. Additionally, the probability of delinquency decreased with increases in parental support, regardless of the delinquency of friends. The former finding tends to support the operation of group processes in the production of delinquent activity. A major implication of the group process perspective is that delinquent companions may be a source of situationally induced pressures to deviate." The most prominent elaboration of this theoretical approach is Short and Strodtbeck's t9 work on gang delinquency. Although they concur that involvement in delinquent activity is situationally induced, they maintain that such behavior is a rational, rather than impulsive, response to the situation or aleatory risk. Apparently, delinquent youngsters are not rejecting "out-group" values, as Merton's anomie perspective posits; rather, they are seeking "in-group" approval and concomitant status and recognition of their delinquent peers. In short, interaction with delinquent friends provides the short-run impetus for delinquency in spite of parental control. Our finding that parental support is negatively related to delinquency regardless of the friend's delinquencies supports control theory. This result thus contradicts the competing "push-pull" model of parental versus peer influence advanced by Coleman. Rather, from a control theory perspective, family support inhibits delinquent involvement because the child does not want to jeopardize his relationship with his parents. Therefore, boys who have strong attachment to parents will tend not to befriend delinquent peers since such companions are perceived as more likely to get them into trouble with their parents. In the present study, we found that boys with strong family support are unlikely to have friends who are highly involved in delinquent activity. For example, for those with weak family support, the average number of delinquent acts committed by friends during the past year was over twenty, while for those with strong family support the average number was only five.
Overall, impressive evidence in favor of a control theory interpretation of delinquency was discovered. A direct test of the interaction hypothesis supported Hirschi's contention that attachment to parents minimizes the impact of delinquent associates. It is thus suggested that subsequent investigations explicitly incorporate the interaction component in tests of parental-peer effects on delinquent involvement.
